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This is in response to the Office Action of November 13, 2003. 
Claims 1 -20 are at issue. 

The rejection of claims 1-5, 9-14, 19 and 20 under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) in view of Blouin 
and Kambara et al. and the rejection of claims 6-8 and 15-18 under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) in view of 
Blouin, Kambara et al, Jaeger et al. and McLoone et al. are respectfully traversed. 

Each of claims 1-20 specifies "a substrate;" "a mesa formed on the substrate, the mesa 
defining an acoustic wave cavity;" and "wherein a touch on a touch surface of the acoustic wave 
cavity produces a detectable change in the acoustic wave in the cavity." Blouin does not teach 
an acoustic wave cavity or generating an acoustic wave in an acoustic wave cavity wherein a 
touch on a touch surface of the acoustic wave cavity produces a detectable change in the acoustic 
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wave in either Figure 2 or at column 2, lines 51-60 as the Examiner contends. Figure 2 is 
described in Blouin at column 2, lines 57-59 as an analog resistive touch screen. Such a touch 
screen does not produce a detectable change in an acoustic wave in response to a touch on a 
touch surface of the analog resistive touch screen. An analog touch screen operates on 
completely different principles. Moreover, at column 2, lines 51-60, Blouin describes a tactile 
feedback unit which "generates a mechanical vibration sensed by the user when the touch screen 
is touched" and wherein "[t]he activation is based on conditions predefined in the system user 
interface such as the location of the key pressed." The tactile feedback unit of Blouin does not 
generate an acoustic wave in an acoustic wave cavity wherein a touch on a touch surface of the 
acoustic wave cavity produces a detectable change in the acoustic wave as required by the claims 
at issue. Moreover, Blouin does not teach a mesa formed on a substrate wherein the mesa 
defines an acoustic wave cavity as required by the claims. Kambara et al. does not overcome the 
deficiencies of Blouin. In particular, Kambara does not teach a substrate and a mesa formed on 
the substrate, the mesa defining an acoustic wave cavity as claimed. At column 11, lines 27-34 
and at column 11, lines 35-39, Kambara is describing a substrate only and is not describing a 
mesa formed on the substrate that defines an acoustic wave cavity as claimed. 

Because none of the cited references teach a substrate and a mesa formed on the 
substrate, the mesa defining an acoustic wave cavity wherein a touch on a touch surface of the 
acoustic wave cavity produces a detectable change in the acoustic wave in the cavity as recited in 
the claims, the cited references cannot make obvious the invention of claims 1-20 under 35 
U.S.C. § 103. As such, these claims are believed to be allowable. 
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Reconsideration and allowance of claims 1-20 is respectfully requested. 

Respectfully submitted, 



Dated: 





McAndrews, Held & Malloy, Ltd. 
500 West Madison St., 34th Floor 
Chicago, Illinois 60661 
(312) 775-8000 
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